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Submitted  for  discussion  is  the  working  draft  of  the  revised  Objectives  and 
Policies  for  the  Golden  Gate  Park  Master  Plan.  It  is  the  product  of  many 
months  of  discussion  and  input  by  the  master  plan  task  force  participants,  the 
general  public,  and  staff. 

The  draft  is  based  on  the  policy  statement  adopted  in  1979  and  amended  in 
1985.  This  is  represented  in  lighter  type.  New  policy  language  developed  in 
this  current  master  planning  process  by  consultation  and  input  with  the  task 
force  groups,  the  general  community,  and  staff  is  shown  in  dark  type.  Changes 
made  in  response  to  comments  received  at  the  most  recent  community  meeting  of 
June  14  public  meeting  are  noted  by  a  dot  in  the  margin. 

The  minutes  of  the  June  14  meeting,  with  comments  and  responses  noted,  is  also 
provided  for  your  reference.  An  asterisk  is  shown  beside  comments  that 
resulted  in  some  change  in  the  policy  statement.  Many  comments  suggest 
actions  that  might  be  considered  in  the  action  element  of  the  master  plan. 

At  this  time,  the  Objectives  and  Polices  will  be  presented  to  the  Golden  Gate 
Park  Committee  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  for  discussion  and 
comment.  Public  testimony  will  also  be  heard.  Revisions  may  be  suggested  by 
the  Committee  members.  Action  approving  the  draft  will  not  be  taken  at  this 
time.  The  objective  Is  to  seek  concurrence  from  the  Commission  that  the 
policy  statement  Is  sufficiently  adequate  to  be  used  as  a  basis  for  the 
further  development  of  options  and  alternatives  which  will  eventually  comprise 
the  action  element  of  the  Master  Plan. 

After  development  of  the  proposed  actions  and  a  series  of  task  force  and 
general  community  meetings,  the  policy  statement  and  draft  action  plan  will  be 
submitted  to  the  Golden  Gate  Park  Committee  for  conceptual  approval.  This 
action  will  cue  the  initiation  of  the  environmental  review  process.  After 
environmental  review  Is  completed,  the  Master  Plan  will  be  brought  back  to  the 
Commission  for  consideration  of  final  approval. 
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GOLDEN  GATE  PARK  MASTER  PUN 


COMMUNITY  MEETING  NOTES 
COMMENTS  AND  RESPONSES 
June  14,  1993 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  the  verbal  and  written  comments  received  at  the 
community  meeting  of  June  14,  1993. 

Response  to  comments  is  provided  in  each  policy  area  discussed.  An  asterisk 
is  shown  beside  comments  that  resulted  in  a  modification  of  the  policy 
statement  text.  These  revisions  are  reflected  in  the  draft  statement  dated 
July  6,  1993. 

GOLDEN  GATE  PARK  MASTER  PLAN 
COMMUNITY  MEETING  -  JUNE  14,  1993 

DISCUSSION  OF  THE  DRAFT  STATEMENT  OF  OBJECTIVES  AND  POLICIES 

Mary  Burns,  General  Manager  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department,  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  opened  the  meeting  with  an  overview  of  the  positive 
and  negative  impacts  of  the  City's  current  budget  situation  on  the  Recreation 
and  Park  Department  and  Golden  Gate  Park.  On  the  positive  side,  approximately 
$8  million  of  the  $76  million  bonds  have  been  sold.  Among  the  many  approved 
bond  projects,  the  funds  will  provide  for  reforestation,  utilities 
infrastructure  planning  and  disabled  access  to  restrooms  in  Golden  Gate  Park. 
The  negative  impact  includes  the  fact  that  the  City's  budget  cuts  will  affect 
a  significant  number  of  staff  positions,  which  cannot  be  legally  funded 
through  bonds.  Participants  at  the  community  meeting  were  encouraged  to 
attend  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  Budget  Committee  public  hearing  to  support 
cultural  and  recreational  activities  in  the  City. 

Deborah  Learner  explained  that  the  purpose  of  the  meeting  was  to  provide  the 
community  with  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  Objectives  and  Policies  that 
were  currently  being  revised.  These  comments  will  be  part  of  an  informational 
update  to  the  Golden  Gate  Park  Committee  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission 
on  July  12. 

Doug  Nelson  of  Royston,  Hanamoto,  Ally  and  Abey  gave  a  brief  slide 
presentation  highlighting  the  purpose  of  the  Objectives  and  Policies. 
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GOLDEN  GATE  PARK  MASTER  PLAN 


COMMUNITY  MEETING  NOTES 


June  14,  1993 

COMMENTS  AND  RESPONSES: 

STATEMENT  OF  PURPOSE:    OBJECTIVES  AND  POLICIES 

Comments : 

Include  measurable  objectives  in  the  statement 
"     Make  statement  more  readable 

°      Incorporate  into  mission  statement  "restoration  of 

historical  quality" 
"     Include  mention  of  the  Panhandl e  in  the  statement 
°     Pay  attention  to  Olmstead's  principles 

"     Be  aware  of  the  political  pressures  and  statements  "abundant 
evergreen  woodlands"  are  actually  varied  plants  and  trees. 

Response:    The  mission  statement  and  statement  of  purpose  have  been 
revised.    "Historic"  has  been  added  to  mission  statement. 
The  panhandle  is  considered  part  of  the  park,  in  the 
planning  process.    It  is  included  in  all  the  planning  maps. 


OBJECTIVE  I  -  THE  SIGNIFICANCE  OF  GOLDEN  GATE  PARK 

Comment: 

"     Add:      "...well-being  and  enrichment  of  the  present  and  * 

future  generations." 
Response:    This  objective  was  merged  with  the  Statement  of  Purpose. 

Policy  A  -  The  Role  of  Golden  Gate  Park 

Comment: 

"     Combine  sub-policies  1  and  2  into  one  sub-policy. 

Response:    Sub-Policy  1  Is  now  expressed  in  the  statement  of  purpose. 

Policy  B  -  Design  Integrity 

Comments: 

"     Need  more  clarity  about  the  original  intent.  * 
elaborate  more. 

'     Sub-Policy  #1  -  Respond  to  current  needs  in  community/city. 
°     Need  guiding  statement. 

'     Sub-Policy  #2:      Address  discrepancies  regarding  expansions  vs.  * 

new     construction.       (Expanding     structures     is,     in     essence,  new 
construction).    (Objective  1,  Sub-Policy  2  vs.  Objective  V,  Policy  A). 
There  should  be  a  distinction  between  the  facilities  that 
are  Recreation  and  Park  Department  facilities  and 
those  that  are  not. 
°     Sub-Policy  #3 

'     Specify/clarify  what  type  of  recycling  is 

appropriate  in  the  park.    The  current  discrepancy  is  * 

between  eliminating  the  Recycling  Center  altogether  and 

using  it  to  recycle  park  plant  materials. 
Response:    Design  integrity  addressed  in  Objective  II. 

Recycling  is  clarified.    Plant  materials  debris  is  composted. 

Some  text  regarding  new  construction  shifted  to  objective  on 

buildings  and  structures. 
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Policy  C  -  Adjacent  Urban  Development 

Comments : 

**     Clarify  "...should  be  consistent  with  unique  qualities  of  park". 

(For  example,  what  about  potential  parking  impacts  to  the 
adjacent  neighborhoods  if  parking  is  banned  in  the  park?) 
Sub-Policy  #1  -  Clarify  "...visually  intrude..." 
Sub-Policy  #2  -  Clarify  "...encroachment  from  roads  ". 
"      Is  this  a  reference  to  traffic  impacts  or  the  actual  roads. 

Are  the  roads  inside  or  outside  of  the  park? 
Response:    Portions  of  Policy  C  have  been  moved  to  objective 
addressing  management  issues. 


OBJECTIVE  II  -  LAND  USE  AND  ACTIVITIES 

Comment: 

"...MISSION..."  needs  to  be  clarified  throughout  the  document.  * 
Add:    "Circulation"  to  list  of  land  use  designations. 
Response:    Mission  is  stated  at  beginning  of  document.  Circulation 
is  mentioned  in  Land  Use  section. 

Policy  B  -  Major  Meadows  and  Lawns 

Comments : 

"     Review  open  space  use,  expansion  of  gardens  and  the  impacts. 

"     Sub-Policy  #3  -  List  of  uses  should  be  more  comprehensive.  *• 

Add:    Concerts,  soccer,  other  events. 
"     Consider  a  separate  category  for  lakes  based  on  their  * 

use  -  recreation/habitat. 
Response:    Some  uses  have  been  added  such  as  public  assemblies  that 

occur  in  major  meadows.    Water  bodies  that  serve  a 

recreational  purpose  are  identified  as  such." 

Policy  C  -  Major  Recreation  Areas 

Comments : 

"     Sub-Policy  #2  -  Reassess,  the  recreation  area  activities  listed 
and  the  current  recreation  demand.    Is  the  list  realistic 
for  current  recreation  activities? 
"     Include  children's  playgrounds.  * 
Response:    Carrying  capacity  is  established  in  Commission's  Permit 
and  Reservation  Policy.    Smaller  children's  playground 
are  identified  in  the  introduction  to  Objective  II  as 
ancillary  uses  that  may  be  located  within  a  land  use 
type. 

Policy  D  -  Strybing  Arboretum  and  Botanical  Gardens 

Comments : 

Consider  a  direct  foot  access  into  park  through  the 

arboretum.    It  currently  acts  as  a  barrier  on  that  side 
of  the  park. 

Response:    There  is  a  footpath  through  the  garden.    Other  consider- 
ations   in    contemplating    another    through    route    are    the  steep 
topography  along  Lincoln  and  the 
garden's  security. 
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Po I i  cy  E  -  I nd  i  genous  Oak  Wood  I ands 

Comment: 

'     Redundant  and  inconsistent  with  Objective  III,  Policy  B. 
Sub-Policy  3A. 

Response:    The  Land  Use  section  was  revised  to  provide  a  general 
definition  of  this  landscape  zone.    (Note:    The  land 
use  map  will  be  revised  to  more  precisely  delineate 
the  area  of  the  Oak  woodland  preserves). 

Policy  F  -  Special  Horticultural  Areas 

Comments: 

°     Preserve  tree  ferns.  Palm  Garden,  Redwood  Groves,  Bamboo 

Gardens  and  Rose  Garden. 
"     Consider  ways  to  evaluate  suggested  new  horticultural  areas. 
Response:    The  land  use  map  will  be  revised.    It  is  suggested  that 

new  areas  should  not  be  added. 

Policy  G  -  Music  Concourse  Area 

Comment: 

°     Wait  until  status  of  Asian  Art  Museum  is  determined. 
Response:    The  policy  does  not  preclude  the  possibility  that  the 
Asian  Art  Museum  might  leave  the  park.. 

Policy  H  -  Maintenance  and  Operations  Areas 

Comments : 

"     Consider  a  maintenance  yard  only  for  the  maintenance  of  Golden 
Gate  Park.    Maintenance  equipment/facilities  for  areas 
outside  of  the  park  should  be  moved  elsewhere. 

"     Sub-Policy  #1  -  Important  to  incorporate  landscaping  of  mainten- 
ance yard  to  ensure  adequate  screening  from  adjacent  areas. 
Return  "dump"  area  adjacent  to  the  DeLaveaga  Dell  to 
natural  state. 

"  Sub-Policy  #2  -  Consider  regional  leasing  of  equipment  to  reduce 
the  need  for  equipment  storage  and  to  make  more  efficient 
use-of  equipment  and  budget. 

°     Consider  keeping  maintenance  yards  in  the  high  use  areas, 

(where  they  are  most  used/needed)  but  screen  effectively. 

Response:    The  Mission  Bay  Plan  does  provide  a  smal 1- satell i te  mainten- 
ance yard  to  provide  support  of  parks  and  squares.  The 
crafts  will  remain  consolidated  at  one  location,  although 
there  are  trades  at  Candlestick.   Visual,  screening  has' 
-been  added  to  the  text.    Small  maintenance  support  sheds 
sited  adjacent  to  high  use  areas  should  be  screened  to  mini- 
m\z&  their  Impact  on  the  park. 

Policy  t^- Non-Conforming  Uses 

Comments^ 

"     Ellmtnate  Dempsey  dumpsters  from  the  park. 
'     Address  In  maintenance  section. 

'     Police  and  fire  stations  are  non-conforming  uses  and  should  be 
eliminated  from  the  park. 
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from 


Response : 


Sub-Policy  #4  -  Delete  reference  to  Kezar  Recycling  Center 
this  master  plan.    Kezar  has  its  own  master  plan 

InT^en?:''  '''''''  ''''^''^'^  ^ecycl- 

^''.'nA'^'iH^?''        '''''  '  recreational  purpose 
and  should  be  removed  from  the  park 

Consider  that  the  Kezar  Recycl i ng . Center  meets  current 

needs,  serves  an  educational  and  cultural  purpose  and 

P  nhh^H^  f"'  ^^^"tenance  functions  in  the  pa 

-^^ef?rg?v^raTp^d^^^^rs^^^?r"^^^ 

Some  adjacent  neighbors  have  expressed  concern  about 

the  appropriateness  of  the  Kezar  Center  in  the  park 
Thissection  has  been  expanded  to  include  mention  of 
provisions  in  the  City  Charter  and  City  Mas  eP  an  related 
to  removing  non-recreational  uses  in  oarkT    ThI  cnh  ? 
recycling  center  has  been  clarinet    A     ange  of'focS?  to'  °" 
provide  direct  and  increase  support  for  the  oark  .HomM  I. 
Zsll'Z-  7.  aspects  sZu?,\ZV:UyV' 

services"  o   theS'aTk'  'wM^ch   IrT^an^ill'  ^^^'^^  --^'t^ 

^^l^  ^s^r^'i^^JZ^^^  -inli- 
ne fire  station  i         k      CreK^^^        Perhaps  removed.     There  i.' 

was  vacated  by  the  H^lth  oljlrt^m^^t^^^n^d^  TsVwML  f^^le^^^or^^rure^!^^ 


OBJECTIVE  III  -  LANDSCAPE  PRESERVATION  AND  RENEWAL 


carefully  planned, 
park. 


Pol  icy  B  -  Park  Forests 

Comments : 

Sub-Policy  #2c  -  Restoration  should  be 
o     c  ^  n  /<^d'*ess  the  lineal  edges  of  the 
Sub-Policy  #3  -  Delete  "understory" . 
Add  "avoid  overwatering" 

IrZlVe'oir'Vy.l'"  ''^''''  '°  restoring  the  screen 
drouna  tne  park.  This  concern  was  added  in  the  section 
restoration  of  edges.    The  policy  on  oak  woodland!  wn7 


Response : 


on 
be 


Po I i  cy  C 

Comment: 
'  Feral 
Response: 


-  Wildlife  Habitat 

cats  are  incompatible  with  wildlife  habitat 
conc1?  ed'^^^^^^  I'''  ''''''^  after'dlscussion  with 

'zitif  ?e":rc^ats^:^:?^d^^^e^'^    '^'^  ^^^^^^^^^ 


OBJECTIVE  IV  -  PARK  CIRCULATION 


Bicycle  Circulation 


Pol  icy  C  - 

Comments : 

I     Restrict  bicycles  to  roadways  and  designated  oaths 

^    Eliminate  bicycles  from  sidewalks  and  a'l f pede'^'ri an  circulation 
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'     Multiple  use  of  paths  are  inappropriate  due  to  conflicts  between 

bicycles  and  pedestrians. 
"     Sub-Policy  #1  -  Provide  bicycle  throughway  for  the  park. 

Consider  some  joint  use  of  bicycles  and  pedestrians 

in  some  areas. 

Consider  limiting  bicycle  speeds  in  joint-use,  multi-use 
areas , 

°     Sub-Policy  #3/Sub-Pol i cy  #5  -  Include  standards  for  bike  paths. 
Response:    Bicycle  issues  will  be  further  developed  in  the  action  plan. 

Additional  field  work  with  concerned  groups  will  be  done. 

Standards  added  in  Sub-policy  #3. 

Policy  0  -  Motor  Vehicle  Circulation 

Comments : 

Sub-Policy  #1  and  #4  -  Speed  should  be  "25  mph". 
°     Sub-Policy  4  -  Provide  enforcement  for  slow  speeds. 
Response:    The  current  speed  limit  within  the  park  is  25  mph  and 
should  be  enforced. 

Policy  E  -  Non-Park  Traffic 

Comments : 

Why  is  Music  Concourse  not  mentioned. 
"     Establish  policy  for  this  important  part  of  the  park. 
'     Policy  for  Music  Concourse  traffic  unclear. 
"     Address  important  north/south  corridor  (MUNI  Route  44 

O'Shaughnessy) .    Should  be  mentioned  along  with  other 

north/south  routes. 
Response:    Current  flows  through  Concourse  will  be  maintained. 

This  through  route  will  not  be  considered  In  the  same 

category  as  Kezar  Drive,  however. 

Policy  G  -  Weekend  and  Holiday  Roadway  Closures 

Comments: 

*     Maintain  access  to  Music  Concourse  area  and  museums  for  the 
elderly,  those  with  small  children,  persons  with 
disabilities,  etc.    Road  closures  make  access  difficult. 
Do  not  have  a  policy  on  weekend  closures,  was  never  adopted 
as  permanent  measure. 

Response:    It  is  appropriate  to  generally  define  road  closures  that 

 became  established  policy  over  more  than  a  tv<o  decade 

pertpd  affit^^^^dentifled  in  1985  Transportation  Management  / 
^  =^  '  Ttfff  revt  sed  pol  1  cy  1 1  beral  i  zer  the  correfrt  Sunday- 

clo^&re  wRfc^tfid  not  provide  vehicle  parking  in  or  general 

Poliqf:H^I$ekCShuttle  System 

Commen-^^r 

"     El!ittfftat#  this  policy  because  It  encourages  overuse  and 
congestion. 

°  The  shuttle  is  a  good  idea  for  appropriate  uses. 
"  The  shuttle  can  improve  access  for  elderly,  etc. 
°     Consider  adequate  parking  In  conjunction  with  shuttles, 

to  avoid  impacts  to  neighborhoods. 
°     Do  not  use  shuttles  for  major  events. 

•Response:    Policy  supporting  shuttle  retained.    Could  be  amended  if 
demonstration  Is  Implemented  and  an  evaluation  is  done. 
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Pol  icy  I  -  Publ ic  Transit 

Comment: 

Sub-Policy  #2  -  Consider  large  parks  for  events.  Establish 
policy  to  reduce  or  eliminate  commercial  events  which 
create  traffic  impacts  or  cannot  be  supported  by  park 
i  nf rastructure . 

Response:    Comments  related  to  evaluation  of  Transportation  Management 
Plan  added  to  Policy  M,  Large  Events. 

Pol  icy  K  -  Parking 

Comments : 

Provide  policy  to  protect  neighborhoods  during  the  weekends, 

especially  during  major  events.    Consider  extending  2  hour 
parking  limit  (enforced  with  sticker)  to  include  the  weekends 
(Al so  Pol i  cy  M) . 

"     Sub-Policy  #3  -  Consider  parking  fee  for  employees.    City  is 
losing  opportunity  for  revenue. 
Consider  the  UCSF  parking  lot. 
Cost  is  $58.00/month. 

Response:    The  Recreation  and  Park  Department  does  not  have  juris- 
diction over  neighborhood  streets  and  is  not  a  party  in- 
volved in  determining  neighborhood  permits.    An  employee 
parking  fee  is  not  proposed.    Many  employees  work  offsite, 
using  personal  or  city  vehicles  to  maintain  parks, 
conduct  recreation  programs,  reporting  in  to  the  administrative 
off i ce  on  Ci ty  busi ness . 

Policy  M  -  Traffic  Generators 

Comments: 

'     Sub-Policy  #1  -  Consider  limiting  activities  which  bring  large 

volumes  of  traffic  to  the  park.    Is  Policy  M,  Sub-Policy  #1 
adaptable? 

What  about  enforcement? 
°     Provide  public  transit  for  major  events. 

"     Sub-Policy  #2  -  Limit  traffic  generation  to  what  the  park  can  support. 

Consider  the  regional  transportation  linkage  -  Provide  policy 

considering  trail  systems,  I.e.  Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail,  Coastal 

Trail.    Equestrian  Trails  are  not  mentioned. 
"     Require  UCMED  garage  to  offer  affordable  parking  on  weekends 

as  a  concession. 

"        Establish  pedestrian  right-of-way  In  areas  where  bikes,  autos 

and  pedestrians  coexist.    Consider  how  public  highway/state 
pedestrian  right-of-way  laws  work  so  concept  can  be  incorpor- 
ated Into  document. 

Response:    Language  requiring  review  of  Transportation  Management  Plan  of 
large  events  by  Department  of  Traffic  and  Parking  as  well  as 
monitoring  and  evaluation  of  event  traffic  plans  included  in 
policy.    Some  suggestions  will  be  addressed  in  development 
of  actions.    The  entire  master  plan  will  receive  environmental 
revi ew. 
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OBJECTIVE  V  -  BUILDINGS,  STRUCTURES  AND  MONUMENTS 

Comrhents : 

"     What  about  need  for  information  at  park  entrances? 

"     Remove  non-park  structures  as  mitigation  for  new  structures. 

Policy  B  -  Historic  Structures 

'     Sub-Policy  #1  -  Include  inventory  of  historic  uses. 
Policy  C  -  Modification  of  Existing  Building 

"     Sub-Policy  #1  -  Accessibility:    Does  adding  a  ramp  add  bulk  to  a 
building? 

"     Accessibility:    Provide  access  to  all  buildings, 
including  historic  structures. 

Response:    Policy  B  now  includes  historic  uses.    Adding  a  ramp  does 
not  add  bulk  to  a  building  although  impact  on  the  park 
must  still  be  evaluated  and  minimized.    Accessibility  ' 
should  be  provided  to  all  buildings  (Policy  C-1).  Better 
signage  and  information  at  entrances  to  be  provided  (see 
signs,  amenities). 

OBJECTIVE  VI  -  RECREATIONAL  USES  AND  FACILITIES 

Policy  B  -  Equestrian  Facilities 

Comment: 

"     Sub-Policy  #1  -  Clarify  how  trails  are  maintained. 

"     Could  stable  concession  rates  generate  better  facilities? 

Response:    Trail  maintenance  an  operations  matter.    Higher  fee 

may  help' provide  better  facilities,  but  correction  of 

deficiencies  will  be  costly. 

Policy  0  -  Off  Road  Bikes 

Comments: 

"     How  does  "education"  work? 

"     Consider  permit  system.    (How  to  enforce?) 

"     Policy  needs  clarification. 

Response:    Action  plan  will  clarify,  further  field  work  to  be 

done  wHh  concerned  groups  Involved.    Policy  will  then  be 
further  developed. 

Policy  D  -  Rotler  Skating 

Cofnments:  . 

•  Roller  sRattng  policy  ..should  be  equally  as  strongly  worded  as 

btcycle  policy, 

•  Add:    '^Pftth*#ays  and  areas  designated  for  bicycles,  pedestrians 

_  use  should  not  be  designated  as  roller 

^5^isk*ttng  areas . . . " . 
Contpt#'thrs  statement  as  stated  In  Objective  IV.  Policy  C... 
"     "Use-ieefStrfctlons  should  be  communicated. .  .Regulations  should 
be  effectively  enforced." 

•  Should  a  policy  for  joggers  be  considered? 
"     Keep  signs  to  a  minimum. 

Response:  Some  additional  language  was  added  stating  that  rol lerskating 
should  be  restricted  to  designated  paths  and  areas  within  the 
park. 


OBJECTIVE  VII  -  PARK  MANAGEMENT  AND  SECURITY 


Policy  A  -  Landscape  Design  Oversight 

Comments : 

"     Consider  how  to  include  publici- 

"     Position  should  be  clarified.    (What  does  "approve"  mean?) 

Response:    The  landscape  oversight  position  would  prepare  as  well  as 
approve  plan  prepared  by  others.    Major  park  improvements 
are  reviewed'  before  the  Golden  Gate  Park  Committee  at  public 
hearings.    Many  projects  are  discussed  at  community  workshops 
prior  to  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  review. 

Policy  B  -  Park  Amenities 

Comments: 

"      Sub-Policy  #1  -  More  trash  cans  at  strategic  points. 

Include  recycling  of  materials  generated  in  the  park.-.' 
Restrooms  should  be  designed  to  ensure  safety  and 
securi  ty . 

Response:    Generally,  comments  addressed  in  policy.    Trash  receptacles 
to  be  discussed  in  action  plan.    These  often  attract  home 
garbage  and  pick  up  is  an  increased  cost. 

Pol  icy  D  -  Signs 

Comments : 

"     More  effective  use  of  signs. 

Use  symbols  when  possible. 
Response':    Sign  plan  to  be  developed. 

Policy  E  -  Special  Events 

Comments: 

"     Appropriate  usage.    Is  it  appropriate  to  have  large  events 
in  the  park? 

"     Consider  prevention  measures  to  avoid  destruction,  misuse. 
°     More  responsible  use  encouraged. 
°     Consider  levying  fees/fines. 

°     Include  consideration  for  "preventive  measures"  such  as  snow 
fencing  to  protect  plant  life  during  large  events. 

Response:    New  sub-policies  added  discussing  appropriateness 
and  fees-. 

Policy  E  -  Concessions 

Comments : 

'     Encourage  quality  control. 
°     Incorporate  more  food  variety. 

Response:    Additional  sub-policy  included  relating  to  merchandise 
sold  in  the  park. 

Policy  G  -  Gifts  and  Donations 

Comments : 

"  More  active  conservancy  organization. 
"     More  public  visibility/accessibility. 

Response:    Discussed  under  Objective  VIII    Community  Involvement 
and  Process;  Park  Cooperative  Association. 

Po I i  cy  H  -  Recyc I i  ng 

Coijiments : 

'     Should  make  use  of  existing  Kezar  facilities.    Does  not  make  sense 

to  move  center  wi  thi  nr  park. 
"     Create  additional  recycling  opportunities  -  increase  use. 
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"     Change  to:  "Recyclable  material  generated  within  the  parl<;  should  be 
recycled  at  the  existing  Kezar  recycling  center." 

"     Add  a  Sub-Policy  #2:    "Recycling  receptacles  and  practices  should 
be  Increased  1n  all  areas  and  activities  in  the  park." 

"     The  recycling  center  serves  adjacent  community  needs.    It  can  work 
with  the  park  to  coordinate  park  recycling  needs. 

Response:    Policy  revised  to  state  recycling  to  take  place  in 

designated  area.  Recycling  center  addressed  in  Land  Use 
section.  Also  note:  The  Kezar  Corner  _i_s  part  of  Golden 
Gate  Park. 

Policy  J  -  Park  Security 

Comments : 

"     Decrease  motorized  patrols,  increase  foot  patrols,  bicycle,  mounted 

patrols  and  high  visibility  security  measures  as  a  deterrent. 
"     Add:    "Motorized  police  should  be  called  in  to  respond  to  particular 

incidents,  but  should  not  be  part  of  the  regular  security 

systems  and  patrols  in  Golden  Gate  Park." 
Response:    Motorized  patrols,  while  not  as  attractive  as  mounted  patrols, 

are  probably  a  more  cost-effective  and  available  means  of 

enforcement. 

Pol  icy  K  -  Pets 

Comments: 

"     Consider  improving  irrigation  in  dog  run  areas  to  ensure 
health  of  pets. 

"     Remove  foxtails  (potentially  lethal  plant)  in  dog  running  areas. 
Response:    Statement  included  addressing  animal  safety,  maintenance  of 
dog  runs  and  the  dog  training  area. 

OBJECTIVE  VIII  -  COMMUNITY  INVOLVEMENT  AND  PROCESS 

Comments: 

"     More  access  to  volunteer  programs. 

"     Use  newsletter  as  vehicle  for  information. 

'     Consider  organized  fundraising  campaigns. 

Consider  incorporating  a  fundraising  position. 
Response:    These  areas  will  be  explored  further  in  the  action  plan. 

Policy  B  -  Park  Cooperative  Association 

Comments: 

**     I nereaie^ put! Ic  awareness  of  volunteer,  conservancy,  "Friends" 
organizations. 

*  Actlvft/agfressive  outreach  by  "Friends"  shou-ld  be. made. 
Responsei-r^Te  be  addressed  more  fully  in  action  pian.' 

Pol  icy^^^^ftiRteer  Activities 

Commenf^y  . 

°     PossViiFr  school  coordinated  youth  volunteer  program. 
"     VoTuntMr  coordinator  should  focus  on  and  pursue,  oversee  and 
coordinate  all  volunteer  activities. 

*  Coordinator's  responsibilities  should  not  be  focused  on  grant 

writing. 

*  Coordinator  should  not  be  responsible  for  Proposition  E  (1988) 

volunteer  coordination. 
'     Consider  volunteers  for  viable  maintenance  activities. 
Response:    Some  comments  to  be  addressed  in  action  plan. 
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